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Art Unit: 3643 

DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claim 33 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

3. Claim 33 recites the limitation "the one piece member" in lines 1-2. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public- 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 10-11,13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Roberts. 

The patent to Roberts shows a stabilizer for a fishing rod and reel in Fig. 2. Roberts 
shows a clamp 17, 18, an arm cradle 2, 3 that opens upwardly (since arms 16, 16 will 
pivot upwardly due the adjustment of bolt 12) and being positioned above the top side of 
the clamp. Roberts shows a receptacle between arms 17, 18 extending through the 
clamp from the front side to the back side. Roberts shows a pivot pin 9 connecting the 
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arm cradle to the coupler (taken to be the clamp). Roberts shows the pivot pin having 
a pivot shaft that extends downwardly from the arm cradle to the coupler. The pivot pin 
is free to pivot about a pivot axis that is offset to the left as shown in Fig. 2. the pivot pin 
is connected to the arm cradle at a location adjacent the front end of the arm cradle as 
shown in Fig. 3 noting that no frame of reference is given. The length of the forearm 
receiving member extending radially outwardly from the pivot axis since the length can 
be interpreted as the distance along the curve of the arm in the plane of the paper. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-8, and 27-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Perry in view of Paddock for substantially the same reasons stated in 
the first Office Action. 

The patents to Perry and Paddock show fishing rod attachments. Perry shows a fishing 
rod with a top side, bottom side, a left side and a right side. Perry shows an arm cradle 
52, 54 connected to the fishing rod 42. The cradle opens in an upward and is pivotally 
movable relative to the fishing rod about a pivot axis that is offset to one side of the 
fishing rod as shown in Fig. 2. The patent to Paddock shows a fishing 18 rod having a 
plurality of eyelets 26 as disclosed in Fig.1 and in column 5, lines 3-4. The patent to 
Perry shows all of the elements recited with the exception of the eyelets positioned on 
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the rod. Perry probably has eyelets but at any rate, it would have been obvious to 
provide Perry with eyelets as shown by Paddock for the purpose of guiding the fishing 
line. In reference to claim 2, Perry shows the cradle positioned on the top of the fishing 
rod. In reference to claim 3, Perry appears to show the cradle 54 inclined upwardly at 
about a 45 degree angle. It appears that Perry would be inclined from 0 degrees to 90 
degrees. In reference to claim 4, Perry shows the incline angle being adjustable. In 
reference to claim 5, Paddock shows a fishing rod with a shaft and a handle wherein the 
fishing rod includes a reel mount at the handle and the arm cradle is connected to the 
handle behind the reel mount as shown in Fig. 1. In reference to claim 7, Perry shows 
the arm cradle having a front end and a back end and the arm cradle is elongated from 
the front end to the back end. 

5. Claims 1-2, 4, 7, 8, 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Roberts in view of Paddock. 

The patents to Roberts and Paddock show fishing rods having arm cradles as 
discussed above. Roberts shows all of the elements recited in claim 1 with the 
exception of the fishing rod having eyelets although the rod probably has eyelets. At 
any rate Paddock shows a rod having eyelets 26. In reference to claim 1 , it would have 
been obvious provide Roberts with eyelets as shown by Paddock to guide the fishing 
line. In reference to claim 2, Roberts shows the rod cradle positioned above the fishing 
rod. In reference to claim 4, Roberts shows an incline angle between the cradle and the 
fishing rod which is adjustable due to rotation of elements 11-15. In reference to claim 
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7, Roberts shows a cradle 2-3 having a front end 8 and a back end and that the cradle 
is elongated from the front end to the back end. In reference to claim 8, 
Roberts shows a pivot pin 9 coupled to the front end 8 of the arm cradle 2-3. In 
reference to claim 9, Roberts shows a clamp 1 coupled to the fishing rod with the clamp 
defining an opening in which the pivot shaft 9 is pivotally mounted. 

6. Claims 12, 16-22, 32, 33, 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Roberts. 

The patent to Roberts shows a support for a fishing rod as discussed above. In 
reference to claim 12, Roberts does not disclose that the arm cradle extends upwardly 
at an angle of between 15-35 degrees relative to the central axis of the receptacle of the 
coupler„but it would have been obvious to employ an angle in the range of 15-35 
degrees to suit the comfort of a user. See In re Aller et al., 105 USPQ 237. In 
reference to claims 16, 18, 19, Roberts shows all of the elements recited with the 
exception of that it is not clear if the width of the channel is less than the length of the 
channel of the arm cradle. At any rate, it would have been obvious to employ a cradle 
defining a channel which has a width being shorter than the length of the channel since 
the size relationships would be determined through routine experimentation. Further it 
would have been obvious to size the length of the channel 1.5 or 2 times larger than the 
width of the channel See In re Rose, 105 USPQ 137. In reference to claim 17, Roberts 
shows the base portion 3 extending from an open front portion to the open back end. 

7. Claims 23-26 and 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Perry in view of Roberts. 
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The patents to Perry and Roberts show an arm support for a fishing rod as discussed 
above. In reference to claim 23, Perry shows an arm cradle 52 in Fig. 1 and a pivot pin 
96 at hinge connection 90. The patent to Roberts shows a pivot pin 9 oriented in a 
vertical direction. Perry shows the pivot pin oriented from side to side not top to bottom, 
but it would have been obvious to change the orientation of the pivot pin to vertical 
orientation as shown by Roberts so that the upper portion would be connected to the 
arm cradle and the lower portion received within the pivot pin opening of the handle 
coupler 100 noting that merely rearranging the location of parts is contemplated. 
Further it would have been obvious to employ the connection at the front end of the 
base portion since the function is the same and no stated problem is solved. See In re 
Japikse, 86 USPQ 70. In reference to claim 35, it would have been obvious to change 
the orientation of the pivot pin so that the upper end portion is aligned at an obtuse 
angle with respect to the lower end portion of the pivot pin since the function is the 
same and no stated problem is solved. 

Response to Arguments 
8. Applicant's arguments filed January 23, 2006 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. Applicant's response overcomes the rejection under 35 USC 112, 
second paragraph. In reference to claim 10, the position of the clamp of Roberts would 
depend on the size and preference to the user to suit varying fishing conditions. Fig. 2 
shows the clamp 3 extending downwardly and inwardly. Applicant argues that Roberts 
does not show that the pivot axis extends in an upward/downward direction and is 
located adjacent the front end of the forearm receiving member. However, the term 
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"adjacent" is a broad relative term and no frame of reference is given. The pivot axis 
extends almost directly through the end of the arm coupler or the forearm receiving 
member and therefore a longitudinal axis of the arm clamp 3 taken near the end of 
clamp (near where the reference numerals 16, 16 are shown in Fig. 2) would intersect 
the vertical pivot axis of the pivot pin. In reference to claims 1 and 27, Perry discloses 
an arm support that can pivot or rotate left or right relative to the fishing rod since fixture 
100 can rotate on the fishing rod handle. Perry does not state that the stabilizer tab 120 
prevents rotation of the rod with respect to the arm cradle. See column 4, lines 28-33. 
The arm cradle of Paddock can rotate respect to the fishing rod by loosening of clamp 
36 so that the rod 14 can turn inside the clamp. In response to applicant's argument 
that there is no suggestion to combine the references Roberts and Paddock , the 
examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by combining or 
modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention where there is 
some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the references 
themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. 
See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988)and In re Jones, 958 
F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, the knowledge is generally 
available to one of ordinary skill in the art since merely the eyelets 26 on the fishing rod 
shown by Paddock are being provided to Roberts. Hence the manner in which the two 
arm cradles operate is not material to the combination. As to claims 16-22, Roberts 
contemplates an upwardly facing channel and applicant even shows this embodiment 
on page 14 of the remarks in the response. The relative dimensions would be 
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determined through routine experimentation noting changes in size are obvious. 
Applicant has not shown how changes in relative sizes would significantly affect the 
functionality of the device. Also, see In re Rose, 105 USPQ 137 as cited above. 

Conclusion 

9. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kurt Rowan whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
6893. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday 6:30-5:00. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Peter Poon can be reached on (571) 272-6891 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). J If) / 




Kurt Rowan 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3643 
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